

















idleness.. (This is the same Miss Milholland who early this year
announced that no woman should spend more than fifteen minutes
& day on her housework.) She announces that she and her fellow
Suffragist-Feminists intend to release women from an ‘‘enslave.
ment.’’ She gleefully says that suffragists are openly reading
Bernard Shaw's utterances on forbidden topics, reading Have-
lock Ellis' work on Sex Psychology, Kaufman on ‘‘The Inhabi-
tants of the Underworld,’’ etec.

Here is a copy of an Associated Press dispatch quoting a
prominent woman suffragist who declared: ‘‘The Bible is not
up-to-date and should be rewritten.”” It appeared in the Omaha
Daily Bee of December 9, 1912:

““Chicago, Dec. 9.—'A woman cannot be a
conscientious Christian and a suffragist also, be-
cause of man’s monopoly of the Bible and religion,’
said Mrs. Laura G. Fixen, business manager of The
Working Women's Home, last night before the

woman'’s party here.

‘“ “We cannot accept the Bible as a divine in-
spiration because it features the male sex in every-
thing almost to the exclusion of the female,’ she
continued. ‘Man has usurped almost everything
in religion as well as everything else.

‘““‘In the Bible that we know, God is repre-
sented as a man, Christ is a man, the apostles are
men and the angels in Heaven as men and in it
women are commanded to obey their husbands.
Suffragists cannot accept the Bible literally as a
divine inspiration. We must see that it was written
at a time when women were men's chattels.

‘“ ‘“The position given women in the Bible has
kept them from their rights as the equals of men,
THE BIBLE NEEDS REVISION. IT IS NOT UP

TO DATE.””

~  In a recent article in Harper's Weekly, Winifred Har-

per Cooley comments with amusement on the dismay of the middle- )
aged Suffragists at the radical utterances of the younger women

in their ranks. She says that the older women have not kept up

with the times.

In an article in the December, 1913, Atlanticc W. L.
George, the well-known writer on Feminism, says that ‘‘Suffrage
is but a part of the greater propaganda of Feminism, * * * *

 The ultimate aim of Feminism with regard to marriage is the
: suppression of marriage and the institution of free
| m It w be that thus only can woman develop her own




Mr. George says:

“"The gaining of the vote is, in th '

: i , e Feminist's
view, nothing but an affair of the outposts, They
intend to use tpe vote to make women vote for
women, not as citizeng, * % = It is no wonder

then that the Feminists should have desi
upon
the most fundamental of human instigt;-g:iong-—

marriage and motherhood. * * * Ip the main,
Feminists are opposed to indissoluble Christian

marriage. * * % TThat there is a sex war, and
will be a sex war, I do not deny.”’
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VIEWS OF REV. JOHN WILLIAMS, D.D,

Rev. John Williams, for forty years rector of St. Barnabas
Episcopal Church, Omaha, writes the following brief, but forceful,
argument, in which he fastens upon the adherents of woman

suffrage responsibility for the utterances of their leaders, which
they have not challenged:

‘It would never be quite fair to hold any cause
wholly responsible for the opinions or character of
every supporter of that cause. Yet every cause or
the main body of the supporters of any cause, should
be held morally responsible whenever it allows to
pass unchallenged and unrepudiated the dangerous

* opinions, subversive of Christian morality, which
are openly avowed by the more daring advocates of
the cause. Still more does a cause, and the sup-
porters of a cause, become morally responsible for
the openly avowed principles of these franker
people, when their published opinions are printed
and circulated as officially approved campaign
papers in support of the cause.

““The supporters of woman suffracc in Nebraska
must face and meet the moral issue raised, when the
National Suﬂrﬁ Aumh;gtion bo‘tlllxd tbhl:sh Nat;oqsl
Coll unal 8 e pu and cir-
cula:?thneqwritingsr?fnchnhtte Perkins Gilman, of
Inez Milholland, and of many other ultra-radical
writers, which are utterly subversive of Christian
morality, of Christian marriage, and of the Christian
home.

““The supporters of any cause become at once
morally responsible for the dangerous principles put
forth in their name, as well as for the people who
are gladly welcomed to its platforms in support of
it. It is useless to assert that the cause of woman
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suffrage is not responsible, or should not be held _
responsible, for the immoral principles of the bolder ‘
feminists who openly avow their infidelity to the
Christian morality which alone has elevated woman.-
hood to purity and chastity. So long as these ultra-
radical people and their sayings and writings are
left unrepudiated in New York, or in Nebraska,
not by an individual here and there, but officially
by the representative body, then the cause of woman
suffrage must bear the burden of its more daring

associates.
‘It is worse than useless for suffragists here in
Nebraska to say privately, ‘We do not want free 3

love, nor the destruction of the Christian home and
of Christian marriage.” They must formally repu-
__ diate the writings and principles of the more daring
: advocates of suffrage in New York and elsewhere— '
f- writings and principles which are endorsed and cir-
| in support of suffrage by the National
Suffrage associations and leagues. Silence is acqui-
W escence.'' —JOHN WILLIAMS,
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TERRIFIC ARRAIGNMENT OF FEMINISM

o JHenryl Watterl Son, the venerable editor of the Louisville
Courier-Journal, recently penned a terrific :
ism as follows: arraignment of Femin.

It is true that the Courier.
suffragism on its face showing,

seen the militant; back of the militant, the feminist. Feminism,
at once the genesis and the terminal of the agitation responsible
for the prevailing unrest of woman. Feminism, among the more
advanced avows itself the enemy of a man-made world and a
man-written Bible, and all existing institutions, including mar.
riage and the home; it proposes the abolition of sex and the re.
creation of woman in the barbaric image of man, each woman to
choose the father of her child, and as many fathers as she cares
to have, polygamy and the polygamous instinct to be shifted from
masculine to feminine initiation.

The suffragists of America are but a little behind the furies

Journal has refused to take
Back of the suffragist it has

" of England; the furies of England but a little ahead of time,

feminism being the crux of the movement, its destination sex war.

To be sure, the leaders of the crusade seeking ‘‘Votes for
Women'’ deny this, most of them, we doubt not, sincerely. But
revolutions go not backward. Already it is declared in England
that suffrage is merely an ‘‘outpost.”” Already has the richest
and most potential leader of suffragism in the United States an-
nounced the coming of militancy of the Pankhurst variety unless
the franchise be granted within the next two years. No question
so momentous to organic society exists in any part of the world,
and the Courier-Journal, disdaining the cowardice alike of levity
and of gallantry, has alone among American newspapers 8o
treated it.

It plants itself upon the blessed truth that woman was created
to civilize and humanize man; that she is a superior being; that
without her we would drop into savagery; that without the
ballot she has achieved the crown of glory God designed for her
when He made her the moral light of the universe, the home-
builder and shrinemaker, securing to man, to her children, and
to herself, one spot on earth where love abideth, which may not
be invaded by the selfishness, the hatred and the slime of rival
ambitions, within whose sweet and safe exclusion and repose the
religion of Christ may continue to be cherished and taught, and
whence prayers of adoration and gratitude may still ascend to
heaven,
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